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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 - 36 are pending in current application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. Claims 1 - 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because they are directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

3. _ Claims J_- J 2_are_directed_to_m^ 

conjunction with pen and paper, therefore they are directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. Specifically, as claimed, it is uncertain what performs each of the claimed 
method steps. Moreover, each of the claimed steps, inter alia, receiving, passing, 
displaying and allowing, can be practiced mentally in conjunctions with pen and paper. 
The claimed steps do not define a machine or computer implemented process [see 
MPEP 2106]. Therefore, the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. (The examiner suggests applicant to change "method" to "computer 
implemented method" in the preamble to overcome the outstanding 35 U.S.C. 101 
rejection). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,223,212 to Batty [cited in previous office action] in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,189,032 to Susaki. 

6. As to claim 25, Batty [column 3, line 50 - column 4, line 10; column 4, lines 30 - 
67; column 18, line 56 - column 1 9, line 25; column 25, line 59 - column 26, line 1 3: 
column 26, lines 13-46] teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
shared window [application sharing, AS, window] for entering commands into a local 
computer system [computer hosting a shared application, for example computer 1 10 for 
hosted application A, Fig. 1], wherein the shared window can be shared with a remote 
user who can input data [multipoint application sharing, MAS, system that resides at 
each computer system enables a user at each computer system to share one or more 
application programs with each user at each other computer system] into the shared 
window from a remote computer system [computer sharing the window of a hosted 
application, for example computer 120 for hosted application A, Fig. 1] subject to access 
control [AS protocol provides a set of core control mechanisms whereby ASCEs can 
implement a range of policies], the apparatus comprising: 

a receiving mechanism [an intercept DD layer 638, Fig. 6] that is configured to 
receive a command [input data] from the remote user [user of the shadow computer] on 
the remote computer system [an intercept DD layer 638 to intercept calls from the 
standard DD layer 640 to the operating system... when a user of the shadow computer 
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system inputs data for the shared application program, the standard device driver for 
the input device is executed and calls the intercept DD layer]; 

wherein the command is directed toward the local computer system [host 
computer system] in order to operate the local computer system [a user of the shadow 
computer system inputs data for the shared application program... forwards those 
packeted input data to the controlling task 612 of the host computer system, Fig. 6]; 

a filtering mech anis m [AS pro tocol also defines an a dditional mediated set of 
control mechanisms] that is configured to pass the command through a filtering process 
[managing the right to provide input to hosted and/or shadow windows], and to execute 
the command on the local computer system if the command passes the filtering process 
[AS protocol provides a set of core control mechanisms whereby ASCEs can implement 
a range of policies... AS protocol also defines an additional mediated set of control 
mechanisms, which build upon the core control mechanisms... the core AS control 
protocol is based on managing the right to provide input to hosted and/or shadow 
windows]; and 

a display mechanism that is configured to display the command on the shared 
window on the local computer system [transmits the messages to the host window] so 
that a local user can view the command [controlling task 612 retrieves the input data 
from the shadow queue 622 forwards the input data to the operating system... then 
generates messages corresponding to the input data and transmits the messages to the 
host window... shared application program treats input data entered on the shadow 
computer system as if it were generated locally at the host computer system, Fig. 6]; 
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wherein the display mechanism is configured to allow the command to be 
displayed on a remote copy of the shared window [shadow window] on the remote 
computer system, so that the remote user can view the command [for each hosted 
window, there is a corresponding shadow window that is displayed by each ASCE that 
is viewing... shadow windows are displayed by the ASCE and correspond to a hosted 
window on the host ASCE. ..all updates to the host windows are reflected in both the 
shadow bitmap and the shadow window], 

7. Although Batty teaches granting permission to execute commands on the local 
computer system [allow requesting ASCE to take control] based on an approval 
received from a user [such as interacting with the local end-user] of the local computer 
system [When the local value is Confirm, the ASCE utilizes a purely local mechanism 
(such as interacting with the local end-user) to determine whether to allow the 
requesting ASCE to take control and then responds with either a Confirm Take 
Response or Deny Take Response... to the requesting ASCE; col. 22, line 63 - col. 23, 
line 25], Batty does not teach allowing a user of the local computer system to approve a 
command received from the remote user at run time. 

However, Susaki teaches controlling access to a resource [col. 3, lines 43 - 60] 
and allowing a user of the local computer system to approve a command received from 
the remote user at run time [available for the users of the user authority level "1" when 
"the approval by a user having the user identifier *taro* is acquired"; col. 8, lines 1 - 9], 
allowing the command [service request] to execute if the user approves the command [If 
the process control rule indicates that an approval by a user is required, service 
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approval request processor 206 transmits an approval request for requesting a 
judgment to approve or not approve that the user of client terminal 1 ....If the client 
terminal 1 to which the approval request is transmitted sent back an approval 
information indicating approval, the service approval request processor 206.. .instructs 
service supply processor 207 to provide a service determined by the concerned service 
identifier to a client terminal 1 specified by the identifier of the concerned client terminal 
1 ; col. 10, lines 1 - 36] and not allowing the command to execute otherwise [if the client 
terminal 1 to which the approval request is transmitted returned approval information 
indicating not to approve, service approval request processor 206 informs of the service 
supply being disapproved to a client terminal 1 specified by the identifier of client 
terminal 1 transmitted with the concerned process control rule from service control 
processor 205; col. 10, lines 1 - 37]. 

8. It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to apply the teaching of allowing a user of the local computer system to 
approve a command received from the remote user at run time as taught by Susaki to 
the invention of Batty because this provides a client-server system, a server, and a 
client terminal, whereby, even if an approval and consent are required in case a user of 
the client terminal receives a service that the server provides, the access to the 
foregoing service by the concerned user can properly be controlled [col. 2, lines 45 - 52 
of Susaki]. 
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9. As to claim 26, Batty teaches [column 23, lines 1 - 20] if the shared window is in 
an approval mode [value is Confirm], the filtering mechanism is configured to allow the 
local user of the local computer system to approve the command [interacting with the 
local end-user to determine whether to allow the requesting ASCE to take control], and 
to allow the command to pass the filtering process if the local user approves the 
command [when the negotiated value is Confirm, one or more peer ASCEs require that 
the taking of control requires confirmation by those peer ASCEs and the ASCE sends a 
Take Control Request MediatedControlPDU to all ASCEs... when the local value is 
Confirm, the ASCE utilizes a purely local mechanism, such as interacting with the local 
end-user, to determine whether to allow the requesting ASCE to take control]. 

1 0. As to claim 27, Batty teaches [column 23, lines 1 - 20] if the shared window is in 
a view-only mode [value is Never], no commands received from the remote user are 
allowed to pass the filtering process [negotiated value is Never, one or more peer 
ASCEs will not permit the taking of control and the ASCE cannot do so]. 

11. As to claim 28, Batty teaches [column 23, lines 1 - 20] if the shared window is in 
an execute mode [value is Always], all commands received from the remote user are 
allowed to pass the filtering process [negotiated value is Always, the taking of control is 
unmediated and the ASCE initiates the Core, Request Control, action to take control]. 
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1 2. As to claim 29, Batty as modified teaches a pre-specified list of safe commands 
that are allowed to pass the filtering [service control file 42, Fig. 5; col. 7, line 52 - col. 8, 
line 9 of Susaki]. 

1 3. As to claim 30, Batty teaches [column 23, lines 1 - 20] the filtering mechanism is 
configured to allow the local user of the local computer system to approve the command 
[interacting with th* inral end-user to determin e wheth er to allow the requesting ASCE 
to take control], and allow the command to pass the filtering process if the local user 
approves the command [when the negotiated value is Confirm, one or more peer 
ASCEs require that the taking of control requires confirmation by those peer ASCEs and 
the ASCE sends a Take Control Request MediatedControlPDU to all ASCEs... when the 
local value is Confirm, the ASCE utilizes a purely local mechanism, such as interacting 
with the local end-user, to determine whether to allow the requesting ASCE to take 
control]. As to a pre-specified list of safe commands, see claim 29 above. 

j 

14. As to claim 31 , Batty teaches [column 34, lines 42 - 60] the display mechanism 
is configured to display commands from different users in different colors on the shared 
window [ColorTable Cache capability set provides capabilities for the colortable cache 
characteristics of the issuing ASCE.. .these capabilities are used to negotiate values 
used to construct Cache ColorTable orders in UpdatePDUs]. 
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1 5. As to claim 32, Batty teaches [column 25, line 59 - column 26, line 13] the 
display mechanism is configured to send an update for the shared window from the 
local computer system [host window] to the remote computer system [shadow window], 
wherein the update includes the command [all updates to the host windows are 
reflected in both the shadow bitmap and the shadow window]. 

16. As to claim 33, Batty teaches [column 1 9, lines 1 - 25] the receiving mechanism 
is configured to receive a second command from a second remote user on a second 
remote computer system [in cooperating mode, cooperating ASCEs within the 
conference serially acquire the right to provide input to hosted and shadow windows]. 

17. As to claim 34, Batty teaches [column 18, line 56 - column 19, line 25] the 
filtering mechanism is located on at least one of: the remote computer system [ASCE 
that has a shadow window], the local computer system [ASCE that is hosting 
application], and a shared server that is separate from the remote computer system and 
the local computer system [AS protocol provides a set of core control mechanisms 
whereby ASCEs can implement a range of policies... AS protocol also defines an 
additional mediated set of control mechanisms, which build upon the core control 
mechanisms... the core AS control protocol is based on managing the right to provide 
input to hosted and/or shadow windows]. 
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1 8. As to claim 35, Batty teaches the command is in the form of character input [AS, 
application sharing, output stream consists keyboard events; column 6, lines 30 - 45]. 

1 9. As to claim 36, Batty teaches the command is in the form of an action applied to 
a graphical user interface [AS, application sharing, output stream consists of interleaved 
keyboard and pointing device events; column 6, lines 30-45]. 

20. As to claims 1-12, these are method claims that correspond to apparatus 
claims 25 - 36; note the rejections to apparatus claims 25 - 36 above, which also meet 
these method claims. 

21 . As to claims 1 3 - 24, these are product claims that correspond to apparatus 
claims 25 - 36; note the rejections to apparatus claims 25 - 36 above, which also meet 
these product claims. 

Conclusion 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Li B. Zhen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3768. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 8:30am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free), _ . 
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